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REPORT OF CONTACT
NOTE: TMtform mutt btfJUfd ml in ink or on typewriter,
«t it ttcomci m permment record In vetennt' foUen.
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-WSTI
Mr. Schroeter

: NAME Of VET8WN (Tfft «r prmt) DATE Of CONTACT

3/18/80
ADMESS Of VfWtAN TElfmONE NO. OF VETEKAN

CONTACTED TYK Of CONTACT (Cluck)

LJ HKSONAl LJ TEtffHONE
AODM3S Of KKSOM CONTACTED TttEPHONC NO. Of KtSON CONTACTED

a ATEMCNT Or MFOHMATION ttQMSTED AND OMN

Biopsies for Dioxin

On March ISth Mr. Schroeter who introduced himself as a lawyer for DOW Chemical
Company in the current hearings for the EPA called to ask me some questions
about the fat biopsy study of Agent Orange. He said that he.was disturbed by
jthe press releases claiming that the fat biopsy completely invalidated some
"bt th6 stand taken by ouWV2,4,5-T. He asked me whether the figures of the
blqjlissay had been released and I told him that they had not and that the
Administrator had promised the congressional committees not to release the
study until 1t had been reviewed by the National Academy of Sciences and some
other groups. .

He asked me what conclusions we had revealed and I said that we had made public
the fact that there were individuals who had been in Vietnam and individuals
who toad not been in Vietnam who had very small amounts of TCDD in their fat.
There were also individuals who claimed exposure in Vietnam and some who had
not been 1n Vietnam who ted no dectable TCDD. He said this was pretty much
as he had understood the situation and asked how he could obtain the data when
they were released. I told him that I was certain that they would be given to
the press and that he could obtain notice there about as rapidly as elsewhere.
He asked whether he could call me after the data had been released and I said
certainly. No further action is needed at present.
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Concentration TCDD
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Concentration TCDD

Subject Exposure*

Vietnam Service (Continued)
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No Biopsy

22

* Exposure as judged by veteran's statements

** Via the absolute intensity of 322

*** Cannot be considered positive because of poor validation (substance
detected probably not TCDD)

**** Cannot be considered positive because of poor validation and
contaminant removed on repeat of analysis

TCDD presence (+) or absence (-) evaluated by Dr. Gross;

+. indicates + if evaluated as 2.5:1 signal to noise ratio

- if evaluated as 3:1 ratio

Parenthetic figures are detection limits of individual assay
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